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NON-FINAL REJECTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 

eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 10/01/2009 has been entered. 

Drawings 

2. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1.83(a). The drawings must show every 
feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the amended limitation "having a 
ramp up toward an external side" must be shown or the feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). 
No new matter should be entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to 
the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing 
sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, 
even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing 
should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure 
must be removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures must 
be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief description of the several views of the 
drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the 
renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" 
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pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will 
be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The 
objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

It appears from the Fig.7 that the ramp feature extends down towards an external side and 
up away from the external side. The amended limitation does not appear to read on the Figures 
currently presented. 

Specification 

3. The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 

indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

4. The Examiner suggests adding at least the "disk guide" or "ramp" feature to the title. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 1 02 ol' this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-2, 4-12, 15-26, 28-30 and 32-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Zapalski et al (US 2004/0042623; hereinafter Zapalski) in view of Kan-o (US 
6,910,217) fiirther in view of Selby et al. (US 5793728; hereinafter Selby). 

Re claims 1,12 and 25: Zapalski discloses a computer system 24 (as shown in Fig.2) 
comprising: 

an enclosure 26; 
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an optical drive coupled to the enclosure (see para.OO 19-0022; optical drives are 
necessary for reading optical discs such as DVD/CD/MP3 formats); 

a functional bezel 40 having a first opening 50 to receive an optical disk and a 
first plurality of attachment features 60; and 

a cosmetic bezel 42 having a second opening 66 to receive the optical disk and 
second plurality of attachment features 58, the cosmetic bezel rigidly coupled to the 
fiinctional bezel through a coupling of the first and second attachment features (as shown 
in Fig.5), wherein the first opening and second opening are in ahgnment (in Fig.5 for 
example); 

wherein the cosmetic bezel is rigidly coupled to the functional bezel to form a 
bezel assembly (such as by screwing or bolting of the panel 42 to panel 40 in para.0026). 
Zapalski also discloses the panel 40 can be snap fitted to housing 26 (see para.0021). 

Furthermore, Zapalski discloses the functional bezel provides structural rigidity 
for the optical drive (since the panel 40 is securely attached to the optical housing 26, it 
must also provide rigidity for the optical drive enclosed within housing 26 as required for 
proper operation), as recited in claims 2 and 29 . 

However, Zapalski fails to disclose or fairly suggest, 

a disk guide wherein the disk guide includes a ramp feature to point the optical 
disk into the optical drive during injection and to point the optical disk during ejection; 
and 
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a cosmetic screen disposed adjacent to the functional bezel and the cosmetic bezel 
and fixedly attached to one of the functional bezel and the cosmetic bezel, as recited in 
claims 1. 12 and 25 . 

Furthermore, Zapalski fails to disclose or fairly suggest wherein the disk guide 
facilitates proper attachment of the optical disk into the optical drive, as recited in claims 
7. 20 and 33; or wherein the ramp feature is rigidly coupled to the functional bezel 
wherein the ramp feature points the optical disk down into the optical drive during 
injection and points the optical disk up during ejection and wherein the cosmetic screen is 
disposed between the functional bezel and the cosmetic bezel, as recited in claims 8. 21 
and 34 : or that the cosmetic bezel includes a recess configured to receive the cosmetic 
screen, as recited in claims 9. 22 and 28 : or that the cosmetic screen performs at least one 
of minimizing contaminants into the optical disk drive and wiping the optical disk as the 
optical disk is being inserted into the optical drive, as recited in claims 1 1 and 24 . 

Kan-o teaches an apparatus (as shown in Fig.6) comprising a cosmetic bezel 14 
having an opening 3 to receive the optical disk 1 with a felt 4 attached to the cosmetic 
bezel (as shown in Fig. 13). Furthermore, Kan-o shows a small recess in element 24 to 
receive the felt 4 (see col. 5, lines 41-48). Additionally, Kano-o teaches the use of a 
ramp-like patch 10 in Fig.2, which is used within the optical drive apparatus shown in 
Fig.4 (as opposed to the conventional apparatus of Fig.5) that facilitates the 
loading/unloading of an optical disk by preventing contact of disk 1 with the loading slot 
3. The patch 10 with a convex portion 9 is shaped in a manner capable of lowering the 
disk edge during loading and lifting of the disk edge during unloading. This patch further 
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prevents scratching of the disk during such operation by being placed behind the front of 
panel 14 (see Fig.4; col.5, lines 34-59; col.6, lines 22-29). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to add the felt member 4 (as a cosmetic screen) and patch 
element with convex portion 9 (as a disk guide ramp feature) as taught by Kan-o into the 
structure as disclosed by Zapalski in order to prevent contaminants from entering the 
enclosure housing the optical disk drive and fiirther wiping the disk as it is loaded into the 
system and adopting the patch member from Kan-o as discussed above, so that the optical 
disk is not scratched during the loading/unloading operation due to contact between the 
disk edge and/or surface and the harder bezel surface. Additionally, it would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
rearrange the location of the cosmetic screen and disk guide elements as suggested by 
Kan-o by placing the felt member between functional bezel and cosmetic bezel of 
Zapalski and to attach the disk guide element of Kan-o (felt member) to the fiinctional 
bezel since the fiinctional bezel is located behind the cosmetic bezel in Zapalski in order 
to protect the disk from scratching and to prevent contaminants from entering the disk 
drive structure, since it has been held that rearranging parts of an invention involves only 
routine skill in the art. In reJapikse, 86 USPQ 70 (CCPA 1950). 

However, Zapalski as modified by Kano-o fails to specifically disclose or fairly 
suggest that the ramp feature having a ramp up toward an external side and a ramp down 
toward an internal side, as recited in claims 1. 12 and 25 . 
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Selby discloses a disk guide mechanism for a CD player in Fig.3-5. Specifically, 
in Fig.4, ramp-like guide features are placed on both top and bottom sides of a loading 
slot 28, which are capable of preventing improper insertion of CD medium. Furthermore, 
Selby teaches a disk blocking member 46 for the purpose of preventing damage to a CD 
due to incorrect insertion (see col. 3, line 44 to col.4, line 7). Additionally, Selby states 
that such blocking shoe 46 with an inclined surface 50 can deflect a disk edge into a 
horizontal loading plane during insertion. The member 46 also includes two inclined 
surfaces (ramp-like surfaces) on a deflecting portion 48. 

Therefore, a person of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that 
applying the known technique of deflecting a disk edge to ensure proper insertion into a 
disk drive loading slot, as taught by Selby, by replacing the curved convex portion of the 
ramp-like patch in the structural combination of Zapalski and Kan-o, with an inclined 
ramped surface as taught by Selby for the purpose of deflecting a disk edge to prevent 
damage to the disk surface, would have yielded predictable results and would have 
improved the overall loading of a disk, since using an inclined ramp surface would better 
deflect a disk edge during loading/unloading. 

However, Zapalski as modified by Kan-o and Selby fails to disclose or fairly 
suggest the concept of an integrated bezel assembly and that the integrated bezel 
assembly is arranged such that the removal of the cosmetic bezel will also remove the 
fimctional bezel, as recited in claims 1. 12 and 25 . 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have integrated the panels 42 and 40 of Zapalski together to form 
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one piece during assembly such as by bolting or screwing as described above for which 
the removal of panel 42 of the integrated assembly would also remove panel 40 due to the 
snap fit fastening feature described by Zapalski, since it has been held that forming in one 
piece an article, which has formerly been formed in two pieces and put together, involves 
only routine skill in the art. Howard v. Detroit Stove Works, 150 U.S. 164 (1893). 

Referring to claims 1, 12 and 25, no patentable weight can be ascribed to the 
method of manufacturing limitation(s) (i.e., "the integrated bezel assembly coupled to the 
optical drive and the enclosure after the cosmetic bezel is rigidly coupled to the 
functional bezel to form the integrated bezel assembly"), since "even though product-by- 
process claims are limited by and defined by the process, determination of patentability is 
based on the product itself. The patentability of a product does not depend on its method 
of production. If the product in the product-by-process claim is the same as or obvious 
from a product of the prior art, the claim is unpatentable even though the prior product 
was made by a different process." In re Thorpe, 111 F.2d 695, 698, 227 USPQ 964, 966 
(Fed. Cir. 1985). 

Re claims 4-5 and 30: Zapalski further discloses the functional bezel includes a plurality 
of mounting points (defined by elements 47-48 in Fig.5) for mounting the fiinctional 
bezel to the optical drive and for mounting the fiinctional bezel to an enclosure that 
houses the slot loading optical drive (as discussed above; the optical drive with a slot for 
loading of an optical disk). 
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Re claims 6, 19 and 32: Zapalski fiirther discloses the first plurality of attachment 
features of the functional bezel matches the second plurality of attachment features (as 
discussed above regarding claims 1, 12 and 25). 

Re claims 10, 23 and 35: Zapalski discloses the claimed invention except for the second 
opening in the cosmetic bezel is larger than the first opening in the functional bezel to 
facilitate injection or ejection of the optical disk. 

It would have been an obvious matter of design choice to modify the slot opening 
size of one of the panels, because a larger slot through which the disk is first inserted and 
a smaller second would further guide the disk due to the decrease in slot sizes, since such 
a modification would have involved a mere change in the size of a component. A change 
in size is generally recognized as being within the level of ordinary skill in the art. In re 
Rose, 105 USPQ 237 (CCPA 1955). 

Re claim 15: Zapalski further discloses the functional bezel has a first opening to receive 
the optical disk and a first plurality of attachment features, the fimctional bezel coupled to 

the optical drive, and the cosmetic bezel has a second opening to receive the optical disk 
and second plurality of attachment features, wherein the first opening and the second 
opening are in attachment to form the slot (as shown in Fig.4-5 and as discussed above 
regarding claim 12). 



Application/Control Number: 10/798,476 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2627 

Re claim 16: Zapalski further discloses the functional bezel provides structural rigidity 
for the optical drive (since the panel 40 is securely attached to the optical housing 26, it 
must also provide rigidity for the optical drive enclosed within housing 26 as required for 
proper operation). 

Re claims 17-18: Zapalski further discloses the functional bezel includes a plurality of 
mounting points (defined by elements 47-48 in Fig.5) for mounting the functional bezel 
to the optical drive and for mounting the functional bezel to an enclosure that houses the 
slot loading optical drive (as discussed above; the optical drive with a slot for loading of 
an optical disk). 

Re claim 26: Zapalski further discloses the optical drive is rigidly mounted to the 

enclosure (as shown in Fig. 2-3; the optical drive mentioned must be securely fixed inside 
the housing 26 so that proper loading/unloading operations can be performed for the 
system). 

Re claim 36: Zapalski further discloses the functional bezel facilitates slot loading of the 
optical disk into the optical drive (as shown in Fig.4; the opening in panel 42 allows the 
disk to be loaded through the slot opening). 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/798,476 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 2627 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are moot in 

view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

In re claims 1,12 and 25: The structural rearrangement of the components/features of 
Zapalski with Kan-o and Selby as described above, would provide a structure to meet the 
limitations as amended, since a rearrangement of parts is considered within the skill of an 
ordinary person in the art. Since the combined structure is capable of providing a ramp 
feature which can guide the disk during insertion and ejection to prevent such disk from 
being scratched during either process, all the limitations as amended are believed to be 
met. 



Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record in PTO-892 Form and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CARLOS E. GARCIA whose telephone number is (571)270- 
1354. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th 9am-5pm F 9am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wellington Andrea can be reached on 571-272-4483. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/C. E. G./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2627 
11/24/2009 



/Brian E. Miller/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2627 



